Mr. jin Lesar 


No Tenner 9» 1976 


att. at law 
V/ash . d.c. 


Dear Jim: — - 

I have been, thinking more about thag waiver and believe it may be a 
mistake at least at this time. 

Concerning information in the fhi file, including personal matter r nothing; 
in the file the least scandalous is now in. the file that hasan’ t already : - 
been published- in one book, or another. There also has not been anyt hin g 
the least prejudicial in the or. case that the JD has not already provided 
to the hook writers. Therefore X an. not concerned about anything in the file 
damaging the cr . appeal or the committee's investigation. In fact the file 
would if published refute many of the fabrications that have now been pub- 
lished. 

However, it appear' s to me that we should he more concerned with gating the 
fhi file of their 10 years investigation/harrasnent of MLK than something 
most likely irrelevant in my file. Also, if we should ever try to get the 
later file the JD might contend that since they protected me by requiring 
a waiver before they would release my fils, they were likewise obliged to 
get some type waiver before they rsleasted the King investigation file. 
Another words we would help establish a precedent for worthless information 
(my file) that could later hinder us in gating the files that most likely 
will help us most. 

r can also see other mischief in signing waivers without in. return receiving 
some sort of corresponding information in JD files. 

Concluding, apparently H-arola can get all the cr. files Justice has in the 
foi suit, X am not sure what ha want's anything else for. 

Sincerely: James e. S a y 


?s. enclosed is the letter I sent to 
Eane re the same subject. 

Also, Lane published a story in the Washington weekly .TEV.'SWOPKS in the 
august 26-septem.her 1 issue about the case. 




